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Created n 1982, the yournal Alvzes1s now i its third decade of existence. This 1s enough to have a
good pictute of 11s particulantics, strengths and weaknesscs, which can help improving its qualities in the
future, and gmding authors who wish to submit papers to this journal, or who are 10 act as correspondimg
editors or reviewers of papers submutted for pubhication,

From its very start, the aim of the creators of Afi# s was not to make “Just another journal™, s.milar
1n many respects to others, but a duferent journal, with a particular content and an ed.toral policy of 1ts
own As a matter of fact, Ahes published papers that other Journals would have rejected, but refused
others, ot asked for sigmficant modifications before acceptance For future contrsbutors and readers of
this journal, 1t may be useful to explore these differences i some details.

THE EDITORIAL POLICY OF Az ¥7ESs

THF BATRACHOL OGICAL FOCUS

As for the content, Afi/es was the first batrachological m the world. 1< tne first journal 1o be
aniquely devoted to the publication of papers deating with amphibians, but excluding reptu.es from its
field The reasons for this choice are several and were presented n detatl m tne journal (Mo e, 1982,
Dunots. 19913 Although this policy 15 screntifically justitied 1t has a deasback. m smple terms of tne
number of potential subseribers (o the joumal 7oologists workimg on amph.bins alone are ks
numerous than (e toial of those working on~ herpetology  asa whole.f ¢ on ampaibians andsor reptiles.
Gnen the relatisely h.gh (and regularly growmg) mumber of herpetologieal journals worldwide, it has
become mereasmgly dillicult for any given herpetologst (o subseribe Lo all of them choices are
inescapable and 4 Journal with a limited scope nuy appear less attractive or nd.spensable than others.
However, the ournal has Ined for more than 20 years. and swithout any mstitutional financ.al kelp of any
hind 1t did 5o hecttse of the strong swpport it has recers ed from the start. and over years. from ind ideal
batrachologists. The journal 47 7cs exists Loday hetewse o relatnsely low but rather constant namber of
o0log.sts are strongly motsated by the study and hnowledge of amphibians and are ghid 1o recene a
Journal which “only” deais with these anmals.

This particularits of the journal s .mportant, aiid has some pravtical comeguences on the way the
Journal s edited Becatne a1at 2¢ proporion of A 1es subscioers are * lovers”, not tosay - lanatics . of
amphibrans. papers published i the jouraal must be edited. at feast m part with o hiracholog cal foc s
Tmmmd This means that v papers are weloome (o contam rather long and detailed staizments on the
anumal studied themselyes. the amphibians. and canmot be ony converned with general sentif
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questions which these animals could help to solve as a “model” or as a "materal™ among others. This
does not 1mply that such papers can contan scientific maccuracies or errors that would result in thewr
rejection by other journals such scientific flaws or mistakes 3 table n Afy tes aselsewhere. But
edstors and referces of papers submutted to Afye s should keep 1n mund that most readers of the journal,
beside their likely interest m “gencral questions™ Iike evolution, ecology or behaviour, are also nierested
m the ammals ifrogs, salamanders or cecihans) for themselves Therefore, a number of detals on the
specimens studied, their places and conditions of capture and study, theu behaviour and characters, can
be relevant for such readers This can mclude vanious “collateral” comments and observations on some
unusual or unknown fucts of various kinds, which would not be relevant for a sumslar paper submitted to
a journal of evolution, ecology or ethology.

ORIECTIVE AND SUBJECTIVE COMMENTS.

Bour & Dugois (1994) propuscd the distinction between two categories of critic.sms or comments of

mdnuscl‘l])ls by referees and editors. (l/’/t e cnuclsms pomun m fuuuul mustakes m the m«lnuscnpl
Troneou: ation takes, obscure woiting, etc ), and

subrulne crmclams. the referee expressing an opmion different fmm or comp]:mtnldry 10 the author’s
one regarding the - Interpretation of certamn facts”” (Borr & Dusois, 1994 3) Exceptin a few borderline
cases. thi 1s usually clear and casy Referces and edilors of A/ tes are welcome to provide both
kinds of comments to authors of papers, butin a different perspective: whereas ob,ect.ve comments anst
result m changes 1n the manuscript for acceptance i the journal. this s not compulsory for subjective
comments, which authors are fiee to follow or not, as will be discussed at more length below

ORTHODOXY AND CENSORSHIP

Although science advances i part through an accumulation of new data and results, tius 15 not the
whole story Science 1tself would not have developed 1f 1t had not faced regularly unconventional 1deas,
theories, hypotheses and opinions, Rejection of a paper because 1t does not follow 4 general consensus
among scientists of today 1s not acceptable m Alyses provided rational arguments are given to support it,
any unusual idea or opwion, any provocative hypothess, 1s welcome for publication tn Ayfes. as it may
contribute to stmulate new studies and (o open new ways. A paper cannot be rejected by Ah fes merely
because it follows unconventional thinking. methods. theorics or approaches. Reference to “standard™
methods. 10 “consensual” terms teven if poorly defined or used n a wrong way by many) o to “widely
shared opintons™ are not relevant 1 this respect This does not mean that Ahzes can accept any
manuscrpt for publication, given that 1t 1s “original’  the new 1deas o proposals must be supported by
expheit statements and concepts, but 1f this 1s the case. editors and referecs are not entitled to reject a
paper on the ground that they do not share these deas.

To put the same things differently, Afzes 15 not supporting any kind of scieatific arrhodors
Avatollahs are numerous enough 1n the globalised scientific world of loday. and especially among editors
of periodicals and books. and we don’t want to Jon the club. Open minded avthors are welcome to
submit untsual papers to the journal. and open minded colleagues are welcome to act as editors or
relcrees for these papers. We consider that the role of referees and editors of papers ts nof to express any
<cnorhip on opm.ons of proposals, of to find {sometimes imagsnary) flaws m as many submatted papets
as possible 1n order 10 severely reduce the number of papers accepted m the journal We do not expect
relcrees and editors to show their excellency and superionty on authors, but to share therr expertise with
the latter and to help them improvmg the gaahty of the papers by provid.ng unknown references, mek.ng
suggestions on the format and contents, ete Referees and editors of 44 fes are not encouraged 10 write
aggress.ve or hurtfal comments on the manuscripts. s 15 100 often the case m a number of so called
*Tigh 1anked” journals although this may flatter the egos of some. 1015 brings nothing positi e 1o anyone
or to seence In contrast, referees and editors can play o useful pedagogical tole for authors of
manuscripts, while respecting thewr personalities and styles,

Afrequent leature of the carrent. as well as the past, scientific community. s its tendeney 10 recogn.se
among scient.sts some “leaders ", that are considered the * best specialists” of some questions. rescarch
fiehds or theories. In zoologs. thus often resu ts m considening that a gaven person, or Lean, ts the
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“depository ™, or “owner”, of orthodoxy in a g.ven scientific fielkd. Such “mandarins™ tend to be consulted
as referees for many papers submutted worldwide for publication n various journals. Of course this
procedure allows any paper dealing with a given subject to be read and studied by someone who 15 well
nformed of the exsting scientific Lterature mn the same field and who can therefore provide useful
constructive comments on this manuseript However, m some cases. sach a “specral.st” will have
dxﬂ'lcu]ues accepting that a new theory be developed m this ficld, that mught challenge his/her own works.
! 1 of such situations, where ntroduction of a new theory or even
or news facts were barred for a number of years from pubucation, simply because thesc new 1deas were
contradicting the dominant ideas 1n the same field" n frogs, the cases of the taxonomues of the “species™
Rana esculenta and Rana pipiens, which both proved to be species complexes, are good examples of this
situation (DUBOIS, 1977) To try and avord such situations of *monopo.y™ of some research fields by some
persons or groups of persons, manuscripts submitted to Alytes are managed by corresponding editors
who are free to ask. or not, reports from such ‘prominent speciahsts”. but m all cases the last word
remains in the hand of the corresponding editor, who may decide to follow their suggestions or not.

SUBJECTIVE COMMENTS ON MANUSCRIPT'S CONTENT, LENGTH AND STYLE

Subjective comments, as defined above, are meant at suggest.ng tmprovements, especally n format
andstyle, of the origmal manascript Authors are free to follow them or not although m many cases they
indeed accept them. refusal of domng so 15 not considercd by riself a reason for rejecting the publication of
the paper in Afytes The author. not the referec or editor, 1s the person who signs 1t, and who remains the
master of the final manuscopt Subjective comments may include pure styhstic language or terminolo-
gical suggestions, but also suggestions regarding the plan of the paper. the format of tables, the plan and
format of descriptive parts (icluding descriptions of taxal, ete To take a real example from the past, 1t
18 not acceptable to reject a paper submitted to 44 res merely on account of the fact that descriptions of
new species 1n this paper do not follow a plan “usual” for the description of spectes of the same genus
although using this plan may facilitate comparisons. the author may have good reasons for using a new,
distinet plan, and this may help improving future publications on this group. As there (fortunately ) exists
no “mternational code of 1axonomy”, automatic rejection of such a paper would result only from
following “fashions” or “lobbies™, and 1s not compatible with the respect of freedom of thought and
action that Alytes promotes.

Unhke many other scient.fic journals nowadays, Afises does not have a restrictive philosophy
regarding the length of papers. In order to save printg space, many journals tend to accept only papers
Wwrilten .n a very concise, not to say telegraphic, style They leq.le&llrom authors shortening of sentences.
tightening of information, and. very often and more and schy n of
thnkmg and of statements. Many Jodrnals will refuse quablifyimg formulac such as “1t seems that™, “the
data support the conclus.on that”™ or “the resalts are not in conflict with the idea that™. to accept only
pos.tive. clear cut and peremptory statements. To take just one {frequent) example. although cladograms
are no doubt “hypotheses about phylogeny™. that furthermore have usually a lifespan hmuted 1o the
pmod until & new cladistic study of the same group 1s published, many avthors present them shortly as

phy]\men es”. which .5 tncorrect In contrast to this trend. A/rses encourages the publcaton of
| and prudent statements. of working hyp as such, etc.

In Afies. \be length of a paper 1s pot to be judged “by .tself™., but relative to 1ts content. to the
importance and quahty of the new mformation it prov.des. There 1s no 4 prion length hmtation for
papersn Af fes but ed.tors may suggest thal a paper 15 100 long. or (0o short, accord.ng to the quahty
and quantity of information it contams.

Cultural and hingusstic Jilferences may be at stahe here A long experience of editorship of this
j0urnal suggests that authors wriung in French tend to express themselves in more details and m longer
sentences than authors witimg m English. and that authors writing .n Spanish tend to be still more
expamve than those wntingin French. This cultural stybstic difference .s respected 1n A4 7 . prov.ded it
does ot resull 1 strong.y repetiive texts where the same idea oF mformation ss presented several imes
without clear justfication More specinically, 4/ 1es tends 1o respect the persona. writing styles of
authors as the persons who sig @ paper ace its real productors and have the nght (o express their
thoughts n the way they prefer
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BIBLIOGRAPHICAL COVERAGE

I order for a paper published 10 Af s to be useful for future readers, cven m a long run, this paper
must mclade all first-hand data on whicn its discussion and conclusion arc based. and should not refer to
unpublished mformation allcgedly “obtainable from the authors” (but which are hkely to become
unobtamable i a shorter or longer run). Thercfore A/ zes puts no a prion limitaton on the number or
lengths of tables or appendices. Stmilarly, as recently discussed (Dusors, 20036), biblographic references
quoted must be himited to permanent documents (baoks, penodicats, CD-Roms, etc ), excluding online
sites Unt.l devices ar allowing torage and frec, permancnt and easy accessibility
of online sites (DELLAVALLE ot al., 2003), Afyres will refuse meluston of such references m bibhiographies.

We expect authors of papers submutted to A% fe5 to provide 4 satisfymg bibhographic coverage of the
subyect of the paper. This means that th age should be and Iy large. not to
say complete. The bibliography cannot be restricted to papers published in the recent years (and available
as PDF on nternet) or m 4 single country or language. Even if a given paper usually cannot give a
complete bibhographic hst of the publications dealing with 1ts field, 1t should at least provide reference to
major bibliographic sources (¢ g , Teview papers) where such references can be found Whenever a paper
submitted to Af res eites works m languages other than its own, evidence should be grven that they were
not merely quoted, but also read and understood, which may require i some cases to have these works
trauslated 1115 unacceptable for example to write a paper on d Chinese frog that would ignore the major
references on this frog 1n Chunese language or the major information contamed 1n these publications.

PROBLEMS IN CONTENT

As mentioned above, papers are not to be rejected from A7 s merely on accoant that a referee or
editor dogs not agree with the opim.ons or suggestions of an author. We consider such regections for
subjective reasons as a kind of cnsorship of scientific thinking, and we think the progress of science 15
made possible only through free debate of diverging opimions, not by “silencing™ some pomts of views o
~ome authors. Similar concerns have already been expressed by various other scient.sts i the past
However, 1t 1sclear that some papers cannot be published 1 serious scientific journals because of real

1, reasoming or flaws, or because the results presented do not allow Lo draw the
conclusions they are purported to support

Unless and untl the mternational community of zoologists decides to change 1t or to replace 11, the
current Internativial code of - oological nomendarire (ANONYMOUS. 1999) has force of law for all
zoologists wor.dwide They are bound to follow 1t strictly, and not doing so 1s a reason for the editors of
Al tes 1o request modification of 1he manuser.pt, or to reject it 1f these changes are not accepled by the
author Similarly, grammat.cal mustakes, meotreet use of terminology. calculation mistakes. clear method-
ological mistakes i the study. grossly incomplete bibliographic coverage of the question at stake.
anwarranted conclusions drawn from (ne data through superficial reasonmg, are all objective reasons for
asking for changes m a manuscript or for rejecting 1t

In taxonomic or cladistic works, use of non-morpho.og.cal characters (based on molecular, karyo-
logical, bivacoustic ethologica studiest has become more and more mportant . the recent decades. with
major consequences on our anderstanding of the relationships between organsms. A4 tes encourages
submission of Manusertpts using these approaches, but an mportant condition log their aceeptance 1s the
deposition of vous her specimens of any such study m a public collection where they ¢ be examined by
other colleagues this will allow to examme these specrmens agam 1f the results are problematic or
contradictory 10 those of other studies. Morphelogical, molecular, bioacoustic or karyological studies
cerried oLt on specimens that were not preserted cenmot be pubashed i Ah s Smilarly neme bearmg
1ypes of new specific o sabspecific tava descrbed 10 477y mast be deposited 1 @ public collection
museuin, wnnersity ete ) where they will be avaslable to the internabional saentihic community

Euadence should be presented that specimens wsed 1 studes sabm tted 1o 14 ey were collected m
ement w.tn the international and netonl laws concernmg nature conscrvation: animal transporta-
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tion and experimentation The manuscript should make clear that their collection and the conditions of
their use for research (including anaesthesia or cuthanasia procedures) were necessary for the purpose of
advancing scient.fic research and were not mercly a routme procedure (Dt Bots, 1997 176)

PrOSPECTS

Alytes has its strengths but also ns weaknesses. A clear strength of the journal s 1ts involverent in
the urgent process of nventorying the amphibtan b.odwersity of our planct while 1t 1s still possible to do
1t. at the beginming of the “century of extinctions” (Dugois, 2003a). From its beginning in 1982, Alvtes
has published many taxonomic papers, meluding 103 new names of amphibian taxa, 1¢ 67 new species
and subspecies, |8 new genera and subgenera, 6 new nd tribes. and 12 names for
mabid names. The journal has also regularly published detailed. sometmes very long, papers dealing
with the anatomy or anatomy of adult and larval amphibians, a kind of papers
which has become increasingly difficult to publish in the recent times.

The regular publ wn Afvtes of revisions has on the format of the
Journal The one-column format, which has disappeared from a number of older journals, 15 vsed
Ahtes, as this format allows a much better, readable and detailed presentation of “synonymies™ or
Jogonvnuies. as explaned m detail elsewhere (DUBots. 2000 62) even 1n two-column journals, use of a
single column centered m the page can allow a better presentation of logonymues (see eg  Dusols &
OHLER, 1999: 171-172, BossuyT & Dusors, 2001: 84-96)

A particular matter of concern regarding A/ es1s the quahty of lustrations. Until now, thus quality
has been quite uneven, from excellent 1n a number of cases to rather poor in some others. In the coming
years. we would Uike to put emphasis on this aspect, and to work for a reul improvement of the overall
quality of figures m the ournal A noteworthy problem resu.ts from figres that are not precise enoagh m
their detasls to allow full page or half-page reproduction Quality of tllustration has much to gan when
authors devise the size and arrangement of thewr figures with the format of the journal 1 mmd In
pacticular, rather than several small 1solated figures, 1t 1s much better to arrange them as a single plate
whose dimensions are such as to allow a good quality reduction to the size of a page of Ahses Although
1n some cases this is likely to delay sigmificantly the final acceptance of a manuscript for publication 1
AN tes. 1 the coming 1ssues of the jowrnal emphasis will be put on this quest.on. m order to signtficantly
ncrease the quality of wonography in Ah tes. We will appreciate the efforts that authors submitting
papers to the journal, as well as referces who will report on these manuseripts. will make m this respect

The strong mierest of the journal 4h fes i taxonomy and descriptive anatom.cal papers has become
the “stamp™ of the ournal, so that a number of authors will consider this journal for submission of new
species deseriptions, 1axonomic revistons. comparalive anatomy reviews of characters or descriptions ot
newly discovered tadpoles, In contrast Lul 255 TUIErO s authors will think about 4/, tc s for subm.tting
papers on ccology. behaviour, p ol of amph.bians, to take just a fow examples.
Th.s 15 the ontly reason for the scarcty of sm.h papers in Ine journal. not any decision or preference of the
ed.tors, Whenever a number of authors working.n such rescarch fields, ather from the same or diflerent
Luboratorics, will deuide 10 Lse 4 fes as an oatlet for some of the.r works, (e general image of the journa.
may change. which may attract further authors or subseribers. This 15 jlst ¢ matter for « number of
buatrachologists working in fields other than systematies and anatony 1o decide 10 mvest 4 tes and make
tne journal partly theirs they are weleome todoso. In partwular. authors studymg the factsand problems
of amphibian declines wnd extmctions, of mass anomahes and diseases m amph.bians. are welcome 10
submut their works to Afacs which was among the first jouinals to draw tae attent on (o theex.stence and
mportance of these phenomena (WAKE et al.. 1991, TYLER, 1991, KuzMmiN, 1994)

Source . MNHN, Paris



110 ALYTES 21 (3-4)

LITERATURE CTTED

ANONYMOLS [International Commission on Zoologicat Nomenclature], 1999 International code of
zoological nomenclature. Fourth edition, London, lnternat.onal Trust for zoological Nomencla-
ture: i-xxix + 1-306.
BossuyT, F, & Dusois, A, 2001 A review of the frog genus Phufaeus Gastel, 1848 (Amphibia, Anura,
Ranidae, Rhacophorinac). Zeylamca, 6 (1): 1-112
Bour,&R.DUBOIS, A , 1994 Dumertha: presentation d'im nouveau journat herpetologique. Dismerifia,
114
Dr11avALIF, R P, Hester, F J, Hruig, L F, DRAKE, A. L. Kuntzman, J W, GraBir, M. &
SCHILLING, L M, 2003 Going, gomg, done” lost iternet references. Scuence, 302 787-788
Dusois, A, 1977, - Les problémes de [ espece chez fes Amphibiens Anoures. fn Bocqui, C . GiNer-
MONT, J. & LAMOTTE. M (ed ), Les problemes de 'espéce dans le regne ammal, 2, Mem Soc zool Fr,
39: 161-284,
1991 Batrachology as a distinct scienufic disciphine, Afytes, 9 (1): 1-14.
1997 - Instructions to authors of papers submtted to Afvtes. Alytes, 14 (4): 175-200
2000 - Synonymies and related hsts m zoology general proposals, with examples m herpetology.
Dumeriha, 4 (2. 33-98.
----- 2003 — The relationships between taxonomy and conservation biology m the century of extinctions.
Compies rendus Brologies, 326 (suppl. 1): $9-521
----- 2003 - Ed.tonal Should snternet sites be 1 the 2 f scientific
Alytes, 21 (1-2): 1-2.
Dusors, A & OHLER, AL 1999 Asian and Onental toads of the Bufo melanostictus, Bufo scaher and
Bufo stepeger groups (Amph.bia, Anura) a list of avarlable and vahd names and redescription of
some name-bearng types. J. South Asian nat Hist , 4 (2): 133-180.

Kuzmin, 8 L, 1994, The problem of dechning lat 1 the Co ith of
Independent States and adjacent territories. Alyms, 12(3):123-134

Morre, J-J, 1987 Présentation de la Société B de France. Alyres, 1(4) 71-74

Tvurr M J, 199]. Declinng aglobal ph ? An Austrithan perspec-

twe. Alytes, 9(1): 43-50

Waks, D. B, Morowitz, H. J, BLAUSTFIN, A, BRADFORD, D, Bury, R B.. Carowrr, 1. Corx,
P. 8., DuBors, A.. HARTE, J., Haves, M, INGER, R., NFTTMann, H-K., RAND, A, S, SMH‘H
D, Ty, M. & VITT, L, 1991 Dechung hiby 4 Llob.x]
Findings and recommendations. Afytes, 9 (1): 33-42.

© 1SSCA 2004

Source . MNHN, Paris



